


To the Hon. Hs Ae We Skeen, Judge of the circuit court, for 
Lea county, Virginia. 

Humbly complaining, your orators, W% ™ M. Stewart and 5. 
P. West, administrators of the estate of Joseph Ely, deceased, 
respectfully represents, that heretofore to-wit, at the second 
February rules, 1896, of the said court, the said Joseph Ely filed 
therein his originnl bill against J. Ie Pennington and Wm Ppen- 
nington, the object of which was to enforce the lien of a judgment 
in favor of the said Joseph Ely for the sum of one hundred and 
thirty four ($I134%00) dollars, with interest and cost against 
the real estate then owned by the said J. In & Wm Pennington; 
that afterwards, to-wit, at the rules, 190... Of the 
said court vour orators filed therein an amended bill, the object 
of which was to enforce the lien of the said judgment against 
a four hundred and twelve (AT2) acre tract of land called the 
Wm. Ae Parsons tract; that afterwards, to-wit; at the 
rules, 1903, of the said court,.your orators filed therein a second 
amended bill, the object of which was to enforce the lien of 
the said judgment against the undivided interest in the C. A. 


Jessee land, and your orators now pa#ay that each of the said bills, 


be taken and treated as a part of this bill as fullv as if they 


had been set out at length herein, and that all the exhibits, 

decrees, cemmissioner's reports, depositions and other papers 

connected With the said suit, likewise be taken and treated as 
a.part of this’ bill, the same as if fully set out ‘herein. 


As will be seen from the record in the said cause. the said 


b 
four hundred and twelve (412) acre tract of land has been sold, 
and the whole of the progeeds of the said sale will be insufficient 
to pay the liens older and superior to the lien of your orators 
against the -said Js Te & ‘Ym. Pennington. 

Your orators likewise allege, that in case they should obtain 
a decrees for ea sale @f an undivided interest in the 0. A. Jessee 


we 


land set out in said second amended bil, the same will not sell 
for a sum sufficient to pay the judgment of your orators 
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and the judgments which are older and superior in point of 
priority. 

Your oretors have recently learned that there are other lands 
upon which their said judsmept constitute a lieh, Viz: 

Your orators allege that in the vartition of the renal estate 
of Edward Pennington, deceased, among his heirs, there was assigned 
“to the heirs of Thomas Pennington, deceased, a tract of land 


lying in Lee county, Virginia, in the Pockett country and on the 


North Fork #nd branches tributary, said traet of land containing 


some eight hundred (800) to one thousand (I000) acres. At the 
first November rules, I882 of the said court, Wm Pennington and 
John Ts Pennington filed therein their bill in chancery, the 
Object of which was to have partition mage of the said tract of 
and so assigned as aforesaid to the heirs of the said Thomas 
Pennington, in which bill the said Pennington alleges that the 
said Thomas Pennington died, leaving six children, Sarah, wife 
of Jas» N. Ely, America , Wife of John P. Graham, 
rife of Daniel R. Garrison, Amanda, wife of John J. Reasor, Tobias 
and Martha Pennington; that the said Wm. Pennington purchased from 
the said Sarah Rly, and her husband, their one-sixth interest in 

the said land; that he also purchased from the seid Martha Pennington 
her one-sixth interest in the said land, taking her title bond 
therefor, which he assigned to his cO-plaintiff, the said John 


In Pennington; that the said Tobias Pennington, son of the said 


Thomas, had died leaving four children, rs, a 
» the 


wife of John P Myers ‘ the wife of John 
the wife of Lilburn H. Myers and 
JOhn Hs Pennington; that the said Wm Pennington had purchased 
the interest of the said John H. Pennington and Lilburn He Myers 
end wife, being @ one twenty-fourth each. The said bill further 
allegeS that John P. Grahan had purchased the share of Thomas 
Garrison, a son of Daniel RB. Garrieon end wife, and that he had 
SOld the same together with the interest of himsel? and wife to 


Georse \¥. Huches: 





& 
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The said bill further alleges, that the said Hughes had purchased 


the interest aforesaid, Gf John 2% Bly and wife and John Pp. Myers 


and wife, in the said land. ‘The saia bill further alleges that 


the said John Js Reasor and wife and an infant heir of Daniel R 
Garrison and wife (both of whom were dead at the time of the 
institution of the Suit) still owned their respective interests 
therein. The said bill further alleges that the said tract: of 
land was susceptible of partition in kind. And the prayer of the 
said bill was to have a partition of the said land among the 
parties entitled thereto. such proceedings were had in the 

said suit, that the said tract of jand was duly partitioned by 
commissioners appointed by the court in the said cause and the 
Said report was duly confirmed by the courte A certified transcript 
of the record in said cause is filed herewith, as a part of this 
Dill, marked "Exhibit Nol" ana praved to be treated as a part 
hereof. 

Referring to the plat accompanying the said transcript and 
Which is a part thereof, it will be observed thet in the said 
partition, there was assigned to John T. Pennington lots No. 3 
and TO as shown on the said plat; there was @assigned to Wm Pen 
nington, lots No. Y, 5 and 7, as shown on the saia plat; there 
Was assigned to the said George W. Hughes, lots Noe 2 and 8 ac 
Shown by the said plat; there was bes iaied to John J- Reasor and 
Wife(really to his wife) lots No. 4 ana 9 as shown by the said. 
plat;-and there was as$igned to the unknown heir of Daniel Garrison 
lot Nos 6 as shown on the Said plate Now your orators allege 
that the said lots Nos 3 and IO were assigned to the said JOhn 
in Pennington by reason of his purchase from hig father, Wm. 
Pennington, of the interest Of Martha Pennington in the said land, 
the said Martha having sold the same to the said Wm Pennington 
and executed to him her title bond, and the said wn Pennington 
having assigned the title bond to the said JOAN Tie Pennington. 


Your orators further allege, that the said John 1, 


Pennington, likewise purchased from }. S. Reasor, who had purchased 
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the same from John J. Reasor and wife lots Nos. 4 and 9 and paid 

the full purchase price therefor, and thus became the complete 
equitable owner Of lots Nos. 3, 4, 9 and IO as shown on the said plat. 

After the conférmation of the said partition the said Wm. 

Pennington, exchanged lot NOe 1 to George W. Hughes for the north 

end of lot No. 2, and at about the same time, the said John I» 
Pernington, exchenged the said lots Nos. 3, 4, 9 and IO to his 

father Wm. Pennington for said part of lot Noe 2. And pursuant 
to the said exchange, the said Wm Pennington, by deed dated the 


2ith day of November, I883, conveyed to the said George W. Hughes, 


the said lot No. 7 and practically all of lot Noe 1, a copy of 


which deed made from Dk Be No 20, pe 39%, is herewith filed as 
& part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 2! And by deed dated the 28th 
day of November, I883, the said Georze . Hughes and wife, conveyes 
to the said John Tr Pennington, that part of lot No. 2 in the 
said partition, lying north and east of a line beginning at a 
point on the top of Tone fountain near the letter "B" on said 
plat, and running thence along the top of the ridge, dividing 
sand lick and Laurel Branch to the intersection of the said ridge 
with the line "E W" on the said plat, this deed showing on its 
face that the conveyance was made to the said John T. -ennington 
by direction of Wm. Pennington}; said deed is herewith filed as 
& part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 3" 

AS hereinbefore staed, the said John In Pennington, had only 
a title bond from Martha Pennington for her interest in the 
ssid lands He possiblv also had a title bond from D a. Reasor 
feu the interest of John I. Reasor and wife in the said lands At 
any rate, after he exchanged the same to the said Wm Pennington 
the said De Ss Reasor and wife and Mary Pennington, by deed dated 
the 8th day of May, I884, and recorded in lee county De Re No. 2T 


page 30, conveyed the said lots 9, IO, 3 and 4 as shown by the 
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said plat of partition to the seid Wm. Pennington. The said deed 
recites, that all. of the said xan four lots were assigned in hte 
said partition, to the said ‘ohn I» Pennington. This recital in 
said deed, in so far as lots Nos. 4 and 9 are concearned, is: 4 
mistake, since said partition showa thet these lots were assigned 
to John J» Reasor and wife. Your orators allege that the fact about 
this matter is, the said interest was owned by the said John J. 
Reasor and wife at the date of the institution of said suit for 
partition, and after the institution of the said suit, the sam e 
was purchased from them by the said D- S. Reasér, and the said DP. 
Se Reasor sold the same to the said J. Is Pennington, but these 
last mentioned facts do not appear from the record in the said 
suit, so that at the date of the said deed from Reasor and wife 
to the said Wm. Pennington, they may have understood and had good 
reason to understand, that the said lots were actually assigned 
_to John Ik Pennington, as he was the owner of them at the time 
Of the assignment. Said last mentioned deed is herewith filed 
as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 4". 

The said John Tx Pennington conveyed the said north end 
or lot Now 2 to John Hs Reynolds, by deed dated the day of 
18, and recorded in De Be Now page _» & copy of which 


is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked ""xhibit No. 5". 


The said Wm. Pennington, by deed dated the day of 


T8 », and recorded in D. RB. page » conveyed 
to his son, Je D Pennington, said lots Nos. 3, 4, 5, 9 & I0 of 


the gaid partition, a copy of which deed is herewith filed as 
2a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 6". 

By deed dated the 6th day of February, 1893, and recorded 
in Lee county De Re 28 p- 388, the said Jase D. Pennington, . conveyed 
all of the said lots to J. I. McClaskey, Trustee, in trust to 
secure a sum of money to the Wheelands Foundary and Machine Works, 
the said lands being deseribed therein as a three hundred and 


eighty five (385) acre tract, a copy of which teak last mentioned 
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deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "fxhibit No. 7". 


Afterwards, George i Blankenship wes substituted as trustee 
in the said last mentioned deed, instead of Jas.. T. MeClaskey; 
and said Blankenship made sale of the said three hundred and 
eighty five (385) tract of land under the said deed of trust to 
We He Pennington and conveyed the same to him by deed dated the 
6th day of August, 1897, and recorded in Lee county De B.34 Pe 23 
a copy Of which deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked 
Bxhibit No. 8". 

By deed dated the I6éth day of August, 1897, and recorded in 
Lee county De Be 34 p30, the said Ws. He Penninzston @onveyed a 
parcel of the said tract of land to Joshua Moore, a copy of whieh 
deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No.9". 

By deed dated the I6th day of August, 1897, and recorded in 
Lee county D. Be 33 ps 585, the said We He Pennington conveyed 
another parcel of the said tract of land to Mary C. Witt. A Copy 
of which deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit #10! 

By deed date’ the I6th day o? March, I898, and recorded in 
Lee county De Be 34 pe 24T, the said Mary (. Witt and her husband 
Je Bs. Witt, conveyed the last above mentioned parcel to Tx 3S. Carter, 
& copy Of which deed is herewith filed as a part hereof,, marked 
“Exhibit Noe 118 

By deed dated the 28th day of August, T1897, and recorded in 
Lee county De Be 34 pe3 the said We He Pennington Conveyed to Jas. 
Re Reynolds, another parcel of the said tract of land, and a copy 
Of said deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked ""xhibit 
Noe T24. 

By deed dated the 4th dav of Spetamber, I897, and recorded 
in Lee county De'%34 psc4, the said W. He Pennington and John 
lis Carter and wife Mary A Carter, conveyed to Joshua Moore, aother 
parcel of the said tract of land, and a copy of the said deed 


is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Rxhibit NOs I3". 
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Your orators -llege that the said W H. Pennington first sold 
the tract of land mentioned in this deed to the said John M Carter 
and wife, or one of them, but had made no conveyance to them at 
the time of their sale to Joshua Moore, so that all of the said 
parties joined in the conveyance to the said Moores 

By deed dated the 4th day of September, I897, and recorded 
in Lee county De Be 33 p 381, the said W- He Pennington conveyed 
another parcel of the said tract of land to Howard Barnett, and 
a copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked 


"Exhibit No. I4". 


By deed deted the 7th day of September, I897, and reccrded 


in Lee county De Be 33 pe592, the said We H. Pennington conveyed 
to Je Ne Redwine another parcel of the said land, and a copy of 
this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 
Ne I5". 

By deed date@ the 8th day of October, 18897, and recorded 
in Lee county De Be 34 pe 50, the said W. He Pennington and wife 
conveyed another parcel of the said three hundred and eighty five 
acre tract of land to Stephen A. Doss and wife, and a copy of 
this deed is ke¥™ herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 
No I6". Your orators allege that the land described in this deed 
is lot Noe 5 which was assigned to ‘Ms Pennington in the partition 
hereinbefore mentione@, and that all the other conveyances made 
by W% He Pennington, other then the conveyance to the said Doss 
includes parts of lots Nose 3, 4, 9 and IO, formerly owned by 
the sc.id John Te Pennington as afOresaid> 

By deed dated the [5th day of November, I897, and recorded 
in Lee county De Be 34 pe6, the said We Hs Pennington and wife 
conveyed another parcel of the said land to Re Tx Stapleton, and 
a copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked 


"Exhibit Noe I7"« 


By deed dated the [35th day of November, I897, and recorded 
in Lee county De Be 33. P.565, the said We He Pennington and wife 
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canveyed to T. Gs Johnson another parcel of the said land, and 
a copy of this deed is herewith fiéed as a part hereof, marked 
"Exhibit Noe I8"s 

By deed dated the 2Ist day of July, I900, and recorded in 
Lee county )-B. 36 pe436, the said We Hs Penn: gto cO veyed avother 
parcel of the said tract of lend to Te G- Johnson and a copy of 
the said decd is herewith filed as = part hereof, marked "Exhiibit 
Noe TQ". 

As a matter of fact, after he had executed the aforesaid 
deed of trust on the said three hubdred and eighty five (385) 
acre tract Of land, the said Jase Ds Pennington sold to J. Ne 
Redwine certein parcels of the said land and conveyed the same 
to him, as will appear from an inspection of Exhibits Noe 20 & 2T 
which are filed herewith as a part hereof, but these sales were 
void as to the deed of trust, end after the sale to W. He Pennington 
under the deed of trust, the said W. H. Pennington, either resold 
said lands to said Redwine, or made conveyance of the same to 


him without consideration. the said We He Pennington being the 


’ 
son Of the said J» De Penningtons And the same thing may be true 
as to some other certain parcels of the said land conveyed by the 
said iW. Hes Pennington to others. 

By deed dated the 23rd day of January, 1896, and tecorded 
in Lee county De Be 34 pe 397, the said J. Ne Redwine and wife con- 
veyed to their sons, George In Redwime and Jacob V. Redwine, certain 
ldand therein fully described, which include, as your orators 
understand the matter, a part, at least, of the land conveyed 
to the said J. Ne Redwine by the said W% H. Pennington, and a 
copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked 
"Exhibit Noe 22". 

By deed dated the I8th day of October, I893, and recorded in 
Lee county Dh Be 32 p40, the said Je Ne Redwine and wife con- 


veyed tO Jase Re Redwine a part of the said land, and a copy of 


this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 


Noe 23" « 
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By deed dated the 22nd day of November, 1894, and recorded 
in Lee county De Bs 32 p43 the said Je N. Redwine conveyed 
tO the said Je Re Redwine anothe: amell parcel of the said land 
and a copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part bereof, marked 
"Hxhibit No. 24%. 

Your orators are advised thet their iudgment is a lien 
on lots Noss 3, 4, 9 and IO of the said partition, since the 
the said John Is Pe nington, as hereinbefore set out, was at one 
time the tvompleate equitible owner of the said lands and has never 
conveyed the same to any persons 

Your orators are further advised that the said north end 
of lot Now 2, ——-—thet part desrribed in the deed from John T. 
Pennington to the said John He Reynolds—— is likewise subject 
to the lien of their judgMent, as it is clearly shown by the deed 
from Wm. Pennington to George W. Hughes hereinbefore mentioned 
and the deed from the said Hughee and wife to J. In Pennington 


hereinbefore mentioned; that the said George We Hughes exchanged 


this tract of land to the said Wm Pennington for lots Nose 2 


and 7 by @ written agreement; and that the said Wm. Pennington 
thereby became the complete equitible owner of the said lot and 
of lot No.2, and your orators allege that he has never conveyed 
the same to any persone 

Your orators are advised thst under the registry laws of 
the State of Vitginie, their said Hudgment constitute a lien 
upon the said lots Nose 3, 4, 9 and IO and said northern end 
of lot Noe 2, as shown by the said plat of partitions 

Your orators allege that the said lands will not, seperately 
or collectively, sell for 2 sum sufficient to pay your orators’ 
lien and the other liens egainst the same, in five years. 

Your orators allege that there are divers Other liens against 
the said lands, 11 of. which are fully and completly shown dy 


the report Of As Me Goins, Special Commissioner and statement "A!" 


filed therewith, which report was filed in said cause on the 2n4 
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of February, 1903, and your orators allege therefore, that there 
will be no necessity for a freerence of this cause to a 
commissioner for the ascertainment of liens. 

The object therefore of this bill, which is brought for the 
benefit, not only of your orators, but of all the other judgment 
lien creditors of J. Ie & Wm Pennington, who will come into and 
share the cost of the same, is to enforce the liens of the said 
judgments against the real estate hereinbefore fully set out. 

The prayer, therefore, of your orators is, that the said 
Js Tx Pennington, Wm Pennington, John H» Reynolds, Jas. R. Reynolds, . 
Je Ne Redwine, Js Re Redwine, Geos In Redwine, Jacob V. Redwine, 
Joshua Moore, Ts Gs Johnson, In Re Stapleton, Howard Rarnett and 
Ie Se Carter be made parties defendant to this bill and be required 


to answer its several allegations, but they need not do so under 


Oath, that being expressly waived; that upon a hearing of the 


couse a decree be rendered, appointing a commissioner to make 
sale of the said lands to satisfy the liens against the same, 


and that full general relief be granted. 


eae 


May Subpoena issue ete. 





&.T. AYATT, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
JONESVILLE. VIRGINIA. 








To the Hon. H. A. W. Skeen, Judge of the Circuit Court for 
Lee County, Virginia. 

Humbly complaining, your orators W. P. M. Stuart, and 
S. P. West, Administrators of the estate of Joseph Ely, deceased, 
respectfully represents, that at the first May rules, 1904 of the 
said court, they exhibited therein their third amanded bill in 
chancery against J. L. Pennington, Wm. Pennington, John H. Reynolds, 
James R. Reynolds, J. N. Redwine, J. R. Redwine, Geo. L. Redwine, 
Jacob V. Redwine, Joshua Moore, T. G. Johnson, L. R. Stapleton, 
Howard Barnett, and I. S. Carter, and therein set forth, that 
theretofore, to-wit at the second Februery Riles, 1896 of said court 
the said Joseph Ely filed therein his original bill against J. lL. 
and Wm. Pennington the object of which was to enforce the lien of 


a judgment in favor of said Joseph Ely for the sum of $134.00 


with interest and costs against the real estate then owned by the 


said J. L. and Wm. tennington; that afterwards, to-wit at the 

rules 19  , of & said court, they filed therein an amended 
bill the object of which was to enforce the lien of the said 
judgment a 412 acre tract of land, called the Wm. A. ‘arsons 
tract; that afterwards, at the _  rulesl905, of the said court, 
they filed theréin their second amended bill the object of which 
was to enforce the lien of the said judgment against an undivided 
interest in the C. A. Jessee land, and in their said third am nded 
bill they asked that each of the said amended bills be taken and treat 
ed as a part of the said third amended bill as fully as if they had 
each been set out at length therein, and that all the exhibits decrees 
commission er's reports,depositions and other papers connected 
with the said suit likewise be taken and treated as a part of the 


third amended bill the same as if fully set out therein 
They further set forth in their said third amended bill 


that the said 412 acre tract of land had been sold, and that the 


whole of the proceeds of said sele would be insufficient to pay 





the liens older and superior to the lien of your orators against 
the said J. L. and Wm. Yennington. 

They further in their said third amended bill that in case 
they should ob‘aind a decree for the sale of the undivided 
interest in the G. E. Jessee land set out in the second amended bill 
the same would not sell for a sum sufficient to pay the their said 
judgment and the judgment which were older and superior in point of 
priority. 

They further set forth in said third amended bill that the 
had recently leamed that there are other lands upon which their 
said judgments constituted a lien, viz.; 

" Your orators allege :that,in the partition of the realrestate 
of Edward Pennington, deceased, among his heirs, there was assigned 
to the heirs of Thomas Pemington, deceased, a tract of land lying 
in Lee County, Virginia, in the Pockett country, and on the 


North Fork and branches tributary, said tract of land containing 


some eight hundred (800) to one thousand, (1000) acres. At the 


first November rules, 1882 of the said court, Wm. Pennington and 
John L. Pennington filed therein therr bill in chancery, the object 
of which was to have partition made of the said tract of land so as- 
signed as aforesaid, to the heirs of the said Thomas Pennington, in 
which bill the said Pennington alleges that the said Thomas Penning-~ 
ton died, leaving six children, Sarah, wife of Jas. N. Ely, America, 
wife of John P. Grahen, , wife of Daniel B. Garrison, 
Amanda, wife of John J. Reasor, Tobias and Martha Pennington; that 
the said Wm. Pennington purchased fron the said Sarah Ely, and her 
husband, their one-sixth interest in the ssid land;, that he also 
purchased from the seid Martha Pennington her one-sixth interest 

in the said land, taking her title bond therefor, which he assigned 


to his co-plaintiff, the said John L. fenningston; that the said Tobias 


Pennington, son of the said Thomas, had died leaving four children, 
the wife of John P. Myers, , the wife of 
doh Z.° Eil'y., a , the wife of Lilburn H. Myers and 


ae 


John H. *tennington; that the said Wm. tennington had purchased the 
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interest of the said John H. Pennington and Lilburn H. Myers am 
wife, being a one twenty-fourth each. The said bill further alleges 
thst John P. Graham had purchased the share of Thomas Garrigon, a 
son of Daniel B. Garrison and wife, and that he had sold the same 
together with the interest of himself and wife to George W Hughes. 
The said bill further allesges, that the said Hughes had 

purchased the interest aforesaid, of John 4. Ely sina wilte and John 


P. Myers and wife, in the said land. The said bill further alleges 


that the said John J. “easor and wife, and an infant heir of Daniel 


B. Garrison and wife, $both of whom at the time of the institution 

of the suit) still owned their respective interests therein. 

The said bill further alleges that the said tract of land was sus 
ceptible to partition in kind. And the prayer of the said bill was 
to have a partition of the said land among the parties entitled there- 
to. Such proceedings were had in the said suit, that the said tract 
of land was duly partitioned by commissioners appointed by the court 
in the said cause and the s aid report was duly confirmed by the | 
court. A certified transcript of the record in said cause ts filed 
herewith, as a part of this bill, marked, "Exhibit No. 1" and prayed 
to be treated as a part hereof. 

Referring to the plat accompanying the said transcript and 
which is a part thereof, it will be observed that in the said par- 
tition, there was assigned to John L. Fennington lots, No. 32 and 10 
as shown on the said plat; there was assigned to Wm. Pennington 
lots No. 1, 5 and 7/ as shown on the said plat; there was assigned 
to the said George W. Hughes, lots, No. 2 and 8 as shown by the 
said plat; there was assigned to John J. Reasor and wife,(really 
to his wife) lots No. 4 and 9 as shown by the said plat; and there 
was asSigned to the unknown heir of Daniel Garrison lot. No. 6 
as sheWn on said plat. Now your orators allege that the said lots 


Nos. 3 and 10 were assigned to the said John L. Pennington by 


reason of his purchase from his father/ Wm. Pennington, of the 


interest of Martha Pennington in the said land, the said Martha having 
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sold the same to the said Wm. Pennington and executed to him her 
title bond, and the said Wm. Pennington having assigned the title 
bond to the said John L. Pennington. 

Your orators further allege, that the said John L. Fennington, 
likewise purchased from D. §S. keagor, who had purchased the same from 
John J. keasor and wife lots Nos. 4 and 9 and paid the full pur- 
chase price Lvetetraer and thus pecame the complete equitable owner 
of lots Nos. 3, 4, 9 and 10 as shown on the said ynlet. 

After the confirmation of the said partition the said Wm. 
Pennington, exchanged lot. No. 1 to George W. Hughes for the north 
end of lot No. 2, and at about the same time, the said John L. 
Pennington, exchanged the said lots. Nos. 0,4,9 andloto his father 
Wn. Pennington for said part of lot No. 2. And pursuant to the said 
exchange, the said Wm. Pennington, by deed dated the 27th day of 
November, 1883, conveyed to the said George W. Hughes the caid 
lot No. 7 and practically all of lot. No. 1, a copy of which deed 
made from D. B. No. 20 p. 391, is herewith filed as a part hereof 
marled "Exhibit No. 2" And by a deed dated the 28th day of November, 
1883 the said George W. Hughes and wife, conveyed to the said John L. 
Pennington, that part of lot. No. 2 in the saia partition, lying 
north and east of a line beginning at a point on the top of Lone 
Mountain near the letter "B" on said plat, anda running thernce along 
the top of the ridge, dividing and Lick and Laurel Branch to the 
intersection of the said ridge with the line "E yw" on the said 
plat, this deed showing on its face that the conveyance was made to 
the said John lL. Pennington by direction of Wm. Pennington; said 
deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. $" 

As hereinbefore Stasd , the said John L. Penmington, had 
only a title bond from Martha Pennington for her interest in the 
said land. He possibly also had a title hond from D. S. Reasor for 


the interest of John J. Reasor and wife in the said land. At any 


rate, after he exchanged the same to the said Wm. Pennington the 


Said D. S. Reasor and wife and Mary Pennington, by deed dated the 8th 
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day of May, 1884, and recorded in Lee County D. B. No. 21 page 30, 
conveyed the said lots 9,10,3 and 4 as show by the said plat of 
partition to the said Wm. Pennington. The said deed recites, that 
all of the said four lots were assigned in hie said ;partition, to 
the said John L. Yfennington. This recital in said deed, in so far 
as lots Nos. 4 and 9 are concerned, is a mistake, since said 
partition shows that these lots were assigned to John J. keasor and 
wife. Your orators allege that the fact about this matter is, 
thesaid interest was owned by the said John J. RKeasor and wife at 

date of the institution of said suit for partition, and after 

institution of the said suit, the same was purchased from them by 

said D. S. Reasor, and the said PD. Ss. Reasor sold the same to 

said J. L. Pennington, but these last mentioned facts do not 
appear from the record in the said suit, so that at the date of 
the said deed from Reasor and wife to the said Wm. Pennington, they may 
have understood and had good reason: to understand, thet the said 
lots were actually assigned to John lL. Pennington, as he was the owner 
of them at the time of the assignement. Said last mentioned deed 
is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 4". 

The said John L. Pennington conveyed the said north end of 

lot. No. 2 to John H. Reynolds, by deed dated the day of 
18 _—s«s,: and recorded ig D. B. No. BEBO ea, SOG pM 
of which is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit ei, 3", 


The said Wm. Pennington, by deed dated the day of 


Er et 


18 _ ond recorded in Ds. Rk. DALE, », conveyed to 


[alate 10) 6 PD Pennington, said lots N os. I 45,9, & 10 of the 
said partition, a copy of which deed ig herewith filed as a part 
hereof, marked "Exhibit No.6" 

By deed dated the 6th day of February, 1893, and recorded 
in Lee County D. B. 28 p. 388, the said Jas. D. Pennington, conveyed 
ait *ot the “ssid lets ‘fo 7. Ge MeClaskey, Trustee, tn trust, to se- 


cure a sum of money to the Bheelands Foundayy and Machine Works, 
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the said lands being described therein as a three hundred and eighty 
five (385) acre tract, a cony of which last mentioned deed is here- 
with filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 7". 

Afterwarés, George W. Blankinship was substituted &s trustee 
in the said last mentioned deed, instead of Jas. I. Mc¥Ulaskey; and 
said Blankinship made sale of the said three hundred and eighty five 
(385) trect of land under the said deed of trust to W. H. Pennington 
and conveyed the same to him by deed dated the 6tn day of August, 
1897, and recorded in Lee County D. B. 34 p. 23a cony of which deed 
is herewith filed as a part hereof, makked "Exhibit No. 8”. 

By deed dated the 16th day of August, 1897, and recorded in 
Lee County D. B. 34 p. 30, the said W. H. Sennington conveyed a 
parcel of the said tract of land to Joshua Moore, a copy of which 
deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 9". 

By deed dated the 16th day of August, 1897, and recorded in 
Lee CountyeD.) By 33.7..383,. the said W.. He. Pemington conveyed an- 
other parcel of the said tract of land to Mary C. Witt. <A copy 
of which deed is herewith filed as a part here of, marked "Exhibit 
p10. " 

| By deed dated the 16th day of March, 1898, and recorded in 

Lee County, D. B. 34 p. 241, the said Mary C. Witt and her husband 
J. E. Witt, conveyed the last above mentioned parcel to L. S. Carter, 
a copy of which deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Ex- 
hibit No. ii" 

By deed dated the 28th day of August, 1897, and recorded 
in Lee County, D. B. 34 p. 3 the said W. H. Pennington conveyed to 
Jas. R. kheynolds, another parcel of the said tract of land , and a 
copy of said deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 
No. ie". 


By deed dated the 4th day of Spptember , 1897, and re- 


corded in Lee County D. B. 34 p. 24, the said W. oH. Pennington and 
JOhn iW. 


Carter and wife Mary A. Uarter, conveyed to Joshua Moore 
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another paréel of the said tract of land, and a copy of the said 
deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 13". 
Your orators allege that the said W. H. Pennington first sold the 
tract of land mentioned in this deed to the said John M. Carter 
and wife, or one of them, but had no conveyance to them at the 
time of their sale to Joshua Moore, so that all of the said par- 
ties joined in the conveyance to the said Moore. 

By deed dated the 4th day of September, 1897, and recorded 
in Lee County, D. B. 33, p. 381, the said W. H. Pennington conveyed 
anotner parcel of the said tract of land to Howard Barnett, and a 
copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 
No. 14". 

By deed dated the 7th day of September, 1897, and recorded 
in Lee County, D. B. 33, p. 592, the said W. H. *ennington conveyed 
to J. N. Redwine another parcel of the said land, and a copy of this 
feed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit N. 15". 


By deed dated the 8th day of October, 1897, and recorded 


in Lee County, D. B. 34 p. 50, the said W. H. *ennington and wife 


conveyed another parcel of the said three hundred and eighty five acre 
tract of land to Stephen A. Doss and wife, and a copy of this deed 
is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 16". Your 
orators allege that the land described in this deed is lot. flo. 5, 
which was assigned to Wm. Pennington in the partition hereinbefore 
mentioned, and that all the other conveyances made by W. H. Pen- 
nington, other thén the conveyance to the said Doss includes parts 
of lots Nos. 3, 4, 9, and 10, formerly owned by the said John bl. 
Pennington as aforesaid. 

By deed dated the 15th day of November, 1897, and recorded in 
Lee County D. B. 34 p. 6, the said W. H. Pennington and wife con- 
veyed another parcel of the seid land to R. L. Stapleton, and a 


copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhib- 


a6 WO<, 17™. 
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By By deed dated the 13th day of November, 1897, and recorded 
in Bee County D. B. 33 p-565, the said W. H. Pennington and wife 
conveyed to T. G. Johnson another parcel of the said lend, and a 
copy of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit 
FO. 18%, 

By deed dated the 2lst day of July, 1900, and recorded in 
Lee County D. B. 36 p. 436, the said’ W. H. Pennington conveyed an- 
other parcel of the said tract of land to ie Johnson ané a copy 
of the said deed is herewith filed as a part hereof; marked "Exhibit 
He. Lo". 

As a matter of fact, after he had executed the aforesaid deed 
of trust on the said three hubdred and eighty five (385) acre tract 
of land, the said Jas. D. Pennington sold to J. N. Redwine certain 
parcels of the said land ana conveyed the same to him, as will ap- 
pear from a n inspection of Exhibit No. £0 & 21 which are filed here- 
with as a part hereof, but these sales were void as to the deed 
and after the sale té W. H. Fennington under the deed of trust, of 
trust,the said W. H. Penninston, either resold said land to said 
Redwine, or made conveyance of the same to him without consideration, 
the said W. H. Pennington being the som of the said J. D. Pennington. 
And the same thing may be true as to some other certain parcels of 
the said land conveyed by the said W. H. “enninzton to others. 

By deed dated the 23rd day of Jamary, 1896, and recorded 
bn Bee County, “De Be 64, pe 397, the said J. N. Redwine and wife 
conve yed fo their sons, George L. Redwine and Jacob V. Redwine, cer- 
tain land therein fully described, which includes, *s your orators 
understand the matter, a pert, at least, of the lana conveyed to 
the said J. N. Redwine by the said W. H. Pennington, and a copy of 
this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit Wo. 22". 

By deed dated the 18th day of October, 1893, mnt deccrded in 


Lee County D. B. 32 p.- 40, the said J. nN. Redwine and wife conveyed 


to Jas. R. Redwine a part of the said Jand, and a copy of this deed 


ig herewith filed as a pert hereof marked "Exhinit No. 23", 
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By deed dated the 22nd day of November, 1894, and recorded in 
Lee County, D. B. 32 p. 43 :the said J. N. Redwine conveyed to the 
said J. R. Redwine another smell parcel of the said land and a copy 
of this deed is herewith filed as a part hereof, marked "Exhibit No. 
£4", 

Your orators further allege in the said third amended bill 
that their said judgment was a lien on lots. 3, 4 9 and 10 of said 
partition, since the said John &. Pennineton as thereinbefore set 
out was at one time the complete equitable owner of seid land, and 
had never conveyed the same to any person. 

Your orators further set out in third amended bill that the 
saith north end of said lot. No. @-- that part described in the 
said deed from the said John L. Pennington to the said John H. 
Reynolds,-- was likewise subject to the lien of their said judgment, 
as it is clearly shown by the deed from Wm. Pennington to George W. 
Hughes therein before mentioned, and the géedd from the said Hughes 
and wife to J. L. Pennington thereinbefore mentioned, that the said 
George W. Hughes exchanged this tract of land to the said Wm. Penning- 
ton for lots. Nos. 2 & 7 by a written agreement, and that the ssid 
Wm. Pennington thereby became the complete equitable owner of the 
said north end of said lot. No. 2, and had never conveyed the same 


to any person. 


Yours orators further set forth in the said third amended bill 


that they were advised that under the register laws of the Stateof 


Virginia, their said judgment constituted a lien upon the said lots 
Nos. 5, 4, 9, &€ 10 and said northenm of lot. No. 2 as shown by the 
plat of partition. 

Your orators further set forth in the third amended bill that 
the said land were not separately or collectivelyrentl for a sum 
sufficient to pay their sand judgment and the other liens against 
the same in five years. 


Your orators further set forth in said third amemdea palZ 


that there were divers other liens aga nst the said lands all of 
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which are fully and completely shown by the report of A. M. Goins, 
svecial Commissioner, and statement "A" filed therewith, which 
renort was filed in said cause on the end day of February, 1903, 
and that there was no necesssity for a reference Ofi thee cause to 
@ commissioner with reference to the liens. The object of the said 
third amended bill, which.was brought for the benefit of not only 
for your ogators, but for all the other judgment lien creditors of 
J. L. and Wm. Pennington, who would come into and share the cost of 
the same, was to enforce the lien of the said judgment against the 
real estate therein fully set out. 
At the first July rules 1904 of the said court, the defendants 
filed their joint demurrer and answer to the plaintiff's bill 
in which they admitted the partition of the Thomas Pennington heirs 
tract of land on the Sand Lick Branch, and that “m. Pennington and 
John L. Pennington filed a bill for the purpose of partitioning the 
same, but denied that at time the said Wm. Pennington had purchased 
from Martha Pennington her one-sixth interest in said lend, and 
denyin: also that he took her title bond for the same, and that if 
he did take it the same was assigned to his co-plaintiff John lL. 
Pennington. 
The said answer elso set forth, that the defendant knew 
nothing of the exchenges of land between Geo. W. Hughes and Wm. 
Pennington and between John L. Pennington and Wm. Pennington, and 


claimed to be innécent purchasers ofland owed by them without any 


knowledge of the equitable title of John I. and Wm. Pennington in 


the same. 

And issue having been joined unon said bill and answer 
and the rpwoofs produced andrréad a decree was rendered in the said 
cause on the 19th day of December, 1905/ whereby, the said bill was 
dismissed with cost. 

Now your orators allege that since the rendition of the 
said decree of the 19th day of December, 1905, the original agree- 


ment in writing, referred to in the said third amended bill, and in 


the deed from Wm. Pennington and wife to George W. Hughes, which is 
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filed Liem exhibit No.2: with said bill, which was not in evidence 


in the epusc. st the date of the hearing of the same and the rendition 
of the said decree, hes been found, and is herewith exhibited. 

The said agreement in writing was found some time during the month 
OL July or vant 2006: bie Rohit oles Pennington , Administrator 6f 

He. J. Morgan, deceased, among the papers of said, Morgan and soon 
after if was found by him, the same was brought to the attention of 
the counsel for your orators. 

Your orators allege, that their attorney made diligent search 
for this paper in the clerk's offices of Lee County, and by inquiry 
among the attorneys practicing at the bar at different times, hetween 
the date of the filing of the said thrid amended bill @ad the date 
of the decree of December, 19th, 1905, but was never able to find 
the same. The said Henry J. Morgan was engaged in the active prac- 
fice of law in the years 1883-3, and was the attorney of record 
for George W. Hughes in the suit for: partition of the said 
cand Lick tract of land, and doubtless the said agreement in writing 
accidentily got out of the file of papers to which it belonged 
in his office at that time. The said agreement in writhme is not 
cumulative evidence, and your orators are advised that the said 
agreement furnishes such evidence as that if it hed been in evidenee 
at the date of the hearing of the said cause, the said bill woulda 
not have been dismissed, but their said judgment would have been 
decreed to be a lien upon the said land sought to be subjected 
thereby. 

In consideration whereof, vour orators pray that the said 
decree of Decemberl9th, 1905, may be reviewed and set a side and 
that they may be allowed to intruduce the said agreement in writinng 
as eveid ence in the cause, and that they may have relief arainst 
the said decree; that in lieu thereof, the court decree, that their 
judgment and the other judgments mentioned in thrid amended bill 
be decreed to be a lien upon the two parcels of land assigned to 


: ; fi : 
John lL. Pennington in said partition by reason of his purchese from 
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Martha Pennington and also upon the northern end of said lot No. 2, 


which was conveyed by the said Hughes to John L. Penninston, and 


thet such, other, further and general relief as in the premises 


may be just and right may be granted. And your orators will 


ML Grutese Vee Ehyite pg 


ever pray &c. 


Virginia, Lee County, to-wit: 

H. @. fT. Ewing, Clerk of the Cireuit Court for Lee County 
Virginia, do hereby certify that L. T. Hyatt, has this day 
made oath before me that the statments contained in the fo rego ing 
bill are true, as he varily believes. 


Given under my hand this the Leth at of December, 1906. 


Sf} WEA GE eC PIUMLLE 
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To the Honorable H. A. W. skeen, Judge of the Circuit 


Court of Lee County, Virginia: 


The joint and separate demurrers and answers of John 
H. Reynolds, James RK. Reynolds, J. N. Redwine, J. R. Redwine, 
Geo. L. Redwine, Jacob V. Redwine, Joshua Moore, T. G. Johnson, 
L. R. Stapleton, Howard Barnett and L. S. Carter, to an amen- 
ded bill, filed in your Honor's Court, against them and others 
in the Chancery cause pending therein of W. W@. P. Stewart and 

SS. Pe. West, Administrators of the estate of Joseph Ely, deceased, 

vs.J. L. Pennington, et al. 

These respondents say that said bill is not suffi- 
cient in law to reyuire them to answer, and they demur thereto. 

Not waiving said demurrers but relying and insisting 
thereon for answer to said bill, or so much thereof as they are 
advised that it is material for them to answer, answering they 
say: 

These respondents suppose that it is true, that at the 
second February Rules, I896, of said court, the said Joseph 
Hly filed therein his Original bill against J. L. Pennington 
and Wm. Pennington. The object of which was, to enforce the 
lien of a judgment in favor of said Joseph Ely for the sum of 
$134.00, with interest and cost, against the real estate then 
owned by the said J. L. and Wm. Pennington; and that afterwards, 
to-wit, at the -- Rules, 19 of said court, 
the said plaintiffs files therein an amended bill, the object 
of which was to enforce the lien of said judgment against the 
4T2 acre tract of land, called the Wm. A. Parson's tract; and 
that afterwards, to-wit, at the © Rules, 1903 of 
Sshid court, the said plaintiffs filed therein a second amended 
bill, the object of which was to enforce the lien of said judg= 
ment against an undivided intereSt in the C.A.Jessee land. They 
suppose that it is also true that the said 412 acre tract of land 


has been sold, but they are not advised as to whether the whole 


. of the proceeds of the said sale will be insufficient to pay 


the liens older and superior to the lien of the said plaintiff 
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against the said J. IL. and Wm. Pennington; neither are they ad- 
vised as to whether the undivided interest in the C.A. Jessee 
land, if sold, that the purchase money arrising from said sale 
will Ee cen cit to pay the judgment of said plaintiff, and 
the judgments older and superior in point of priority. 
It is true that in> the partitionof the real estate of 
Kdward Pennington, deceased, among his heirs, there was assigned 
to the heirs of Thomas Pennington, deceased, a tract of land 
lying in Lee County, Virginia, in the Pocket Country, and on 
the North Fork and branches tributary, and said tract of land 
containing from 800 to I000 acres. They suppose that it is 
further true, at the First November Rules, 1882, of the said 
court, that Wm. Pennington and J. kL. pennington, filed therein 
their bill in Chancery, the object of which was to have parti- 
tion made of the said tract of lend so assioned as aforesaid 
to the heirs of said Thomas Pennington, in which said bill, they 
Suppose that it was alleged that the said Thomas Pennington 
died leaving six children, Sarah, wife of Joseph N. Ely, America, 
wife of John E. Graham, , the wife of Daniel 
/O B. Garrison, Amanda, the wife of John JZ. Reason, Tobias and 
Martha Pennington. It is further true that the said Wm. Pen- 
nington purchased from the said Sarah Kly, and her husband, their 
one~sixth interest in said land, for which said interest the said 
sarah Ely, and her husband, Joseph N. Ely, executed their deed 
of conveyance, which said deed was duly admitted to record in 
the Clerk's Office of the County Court for Lee County, Virginia, 
in deed book __, page » but these respondents deny 
that the said Wm. Penninston, at the time of the filing of said 
bill for partition in the ChancerWause of Wm. Pennington, et al, 
against Geo. W. Hughs, et al, had purchased from the said 
interest 
Martha Pennington her one-sixth in said land, taking her title 
6, bond therefor, and further deny that said title hond, if so taken, 
BS was assigned to his co-plaintiff, the said John L. Pennington. 
3 on the other hand, however, these respondents allege that the 


iq said Wm. Pennington purchased the one-sixth interest from Martha 


ot Pennington in said lang On the 8th day of May | 1g84, paying 
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/ her therefor $100.00, and taking from her, her deed of conveyance. 
® All of which will more fully and clearly appear by examination 
4 of "Ehibit #4", filed with said palintiff's bill of complaint. 
md These respondents suppose that it is true that said 
J" fobias Pennington, son of the said Thomas Pennington, had died 
6 leaving four children, , the wife of John P. 
) Myers, Mary, the wife of John Z. Ely/ Sarah the wife of Lilburn 
¢ Myers and “John H. Pennington. And that the said Wm. Pennington 
had purchased the interestsof the said John H. Pennington and 
Lilburn Myers and wife, being a one-thwentyfourth part each of 
the said tract of land; and they further suppose it to be true, 
that the said bill for partition further alleges that John P. 
2 Graham had purchased the share of Thomas Garrison, a son of 
/e{ Daniel B. iS las el and wife, and that he had sold the same, to- 
/S gether with the interest of himself and wife to Geo. W. Hughs; 
/@ they also sunpose that said bill further alleges that the said 
/? Hughs had purchased the interest aforesaid from the said John 2%. 
rid Ely and wife,’ and John P. Myers and wife in said land;they sup- 
/¥ pose also that the said bill further alleges, that the said 
2¢ John J. Reasor and wife/ and an infant heir of Daniel B. Garrison 
aif still owns their respective interest therein, and Te eee bad 2 
9% alleges that said tract of has’ caf panitils of partition in 
ZOD kind. 
YM They suppose that it is futher true, that the said 
25S land was partitioned in accordance to the pray er of the bill by 
26 the commissionmeyappointed by the court in said cause, and that 
9/said report was duly confirmed by the court. But these respon- 
2% dents are advised and here allege that Martha Pennington, one of 
“the heirs of Thomas Pennington, and who was therefore entitled 
40 to & one-sixth interest in said land was not made a party to 
3/ saia partition procecdings, and as to her the said partition 


Ab was null and void. 


MS These respondents suppose that it is true that in the 


J 
Ad partition of said land there was assigned to John L. Pennington, 


ae ‘ 
~~ lots Nos. 3 and I0,.as show on the plat of the said partition, 


to ana that there was assigned to the said Wm. Pennington lots Nos. 
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/ I, 5 and 7, as shown on the plat of said partition, and that 
2 there was assigned to Geo. W. Hughs lots nos. 2 and 8, and to 
John J. Reasor and wife, Ametida, lots nos. 4 and 9, and to the 
unknown hear of Daniel Garrison lot no. 6. These a 
however, are »,e® informed, and so allege, that the said John 
L. Pennington took no title or equity in and to said lots nos. 
4 and IO by said partition, first, because , as they are informed 
there wags no title bond’ executed by Martha Pennington to Wm. 
Pennington and assigned by the said Wm. Pennington to the said 
John L. Pennington. Second, because, the said Martha Pennington 
was not, as hereinbefore stated, a party to said partition. 


Third, because said Martha Pen nington at the time the said 


title bond is said tohave been executed was an infant under » 


the age of twenty~one years. These respondents like-wise deny ( 
that the said John L. Pennington purchased from the said 
Dp. 5. Reasor lots nos. 4 and 9 in said partition. It is true, 
however, that .p,; S. Reasor purchased said lotsnos. 4 & 9 from 
the said John jy. Reasor and wife, taking from them their deed 
of conveyance for same, which said deed was duly recorded in 
the Clerk's Office of Lee County Court, in deed book ‘ 
page _, and that jp. S. Reasor and wife afterwards sold and 
conveyed to the said Wm. Pennington said lots Nos. 4 & 9, for 
19 which said deed was made and executed on the 8th day of May, 
4/ 1884, as will be seen by examination of exhibit " No 4" filed in 
9) this cause with the said plaintiff's bill. These respondents 2 


> know nothing of Wm. Pennington having exchanged Lot No. I to 


Py be 


¢ i” / 


ak Pennington having exchanged lots Nos. 3,4,9, & I0 to his father 


Geo. W. Hughs for the north end of lot No. 2, or of John lL. 


Wm. Pennington for said part of lot No. 2, and they are advised 
© that it is immaterial whether or not any cibung ads were made 
2! ag the records in the office of the County Couftof Lee VYounty 
)2 Show that Wm. Pennington had the legal title to lots Nos.3,4,9 

43 and I0, and that the legal title to the said part of lot No. 


2 was conveyed to the said John L. Pennington by the said Geo. 


We Hughs by deed of conveyance, and that these respondents were 
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were innocent purchasers of the said landwithout any knowledge of 
any equity in or clain by the said John L. Pemington and Wm. 
Fennington. These respondents further deny that the said John 
L. Pennington had any title bond or other writing from p. 5S. 
Reasor for the interest of John J. Reasor and wife in said land. 
These respondents admit that the several conveyances mentioned 

in said bill of complaint beginning on page 5, on line I9 and 
continuing on pages 6,7,8, and to line 5 on page 9 are practi- 
cally correctly set out. 

These respondents, however, deny that said judgments 
against the said John L. Pennington, or cither of them, constitute 
a lien on said lots Nos. 3,4,9, and I0. First, because the said 
John L. Pennington never had any title legal or equitable to 
said tract of land, and, secondly, because, these respondents 
were purchasers without notive of any such title, either legal 
or equitable of said John L. Pennington as claimed by the said 
plaintiff in said bill of complaint. 

These respondents also deny that the said north end 
of lot No. 2, that part descrihed in the deed of John L. Penningta 
to.the said J. H. Reynolds is subject to the lien of the said 
plaintiff, the said Geo. W. Hughs having sonveyed said interest 
in said land by deed to John i. Pemiucton, who in tern by deed 
conveyed the same to the said John H. Reynolds, which said last 


mentioned deed was duly admitted to record in the Clerk's Office 


of the County Court for Lee County, in deed book , page 


long before the plaintiff's judgment was obtained against the 

said John L. Pennington and Wm. Pennington, a certified copy 

of said deed is herewith file@y as a part hereofmarked "Reynolds"; 
and that the said John H. Reynolds, and his assigns, purchased 
said land vithout any knowledge of, or means of ascertaining any 
equity that said Wm. Pennington might have had therein. These 
respondents will now show unto your honor, that while they ‘p+. 
the owners of said lots Nos. 3,4,9, and IO and part of said lot 
No. &/ yet they ere: unable to ascertain or know just what part of 


each of said lots these respondents own 





These respondents will now show unto your honor taht 
they are innocent purchasers without notice of any liens or 
emcumbrances on the land mentioned in said bill of complaint 
as being owned by them, and they deny that the judgmentsin the 
bill mentioned, or any of the judgments referred to in pleintiff's 
bill are valid subsisting liens upén the land owned by then, 
or ¢ither of them, or any part thereof. 

And now having fully answer the plaintiff's bill 


of complaint,and herenow denying each and every allegation of 


said bill which is not here in specifically denied or admitted, 


they pray to be hence dismissed with their reasonable cost in 


this behalf expended. And they will ever pray &c. 
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stewart, Admrs. %C., Plsint it Tse 
( In “hencery, ) 


Jato POMMINEBON, St ale, Defendants. 


This cause came on again this day to be heard upon the pepers 
‘ormerly read in the cause, and the renort of L. T. Hystt, Snecial 


“4 


Omni 3 & ar  tnis day filed, showing the fuil collecvion 
Onmiss. oner, 8N1 \ led, 


ee 


the purchase price of the 4128 acre tract of land 301d by him fo W.B. 
Erimert under the proceradings of this cause, and vas amgued by counsel. 
On consideration whereof, and it appearing that no excentionsa have been 
taken or filed to the said report, it is oriered that the same be 
confirmed, and that the said Commissioner disburse to the pe~sons 
entitled thereto such of said purchase money as he has not heretofore 
diaspursed, and report the same to the next tem of this court. 

It is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that L. T. Hyatt, 
who ia hereby annointed 2 Snecial Yommissioner for the purpose, dc 
exeacittte and deliver to the said ¥,. B. Emmert 2 fool ant surPricient 
deed, with special warranty, conveving the said 412 acre tract of 
land to him in fee aimple, and in doing so he will gives the metes 
anit boinds of the aaid land according fo the survey of the same by 

Thormson in Auc. 17903, end report his action to court forth-wi 

with. 

And this cause came on, further to be neard upen the papers 


* 


merly read and the report of L. T. Tyatt, Special 
aay to ome showing the exec:ition of a ceed to WV. 


. 


WAS 2rouUuP. by CUMNSGr. On consideration whereot, 
and tnere paing no exceptions to the said report, or deed,.it is fur- 
there adjudged, orlered and lecreed that they each be and they are 
each hereby confirmed, and it is Purther orlered,tnat the ssid W, RB. 
gpa la 

Binmmert nay to the 3°14 Tomnissioner the sum 6T Bee No'lars for his 
services in making the said deed, for which execution mav issue unon 
amplication to the clerk of this court. 

THis cause came on this day to be further heard wpor fhe second 
amended biil of the plaintiffs making J. =. Parsons a party to this 


Suit | 5 
and asking for a sale of a certain tr ect of Jand claimed hv an 
i - ~ i ‘ ms) a 9 





ey 


answer of the said J. FR. Parsons to the said bill, general replica- 

tion to the said answer by the plaintiffs, and the depositions of 
witnesses upon the issue joined, and fas armuead by counsel. On con- 
sideration whereof, the court is of opinion that the evidence in 
gnid cause.cleariv establishes the fact that tne said Johnson 
rage Of “TAL? egevat the time he convpyed “1s diawerage 

aan web. Penningtons,and-it is. theperore ade 
judced, ordered:and decroed by the court that the judements herein 
sourvht to be collected are liens uvon the Lands so conveyed, and that 

igi SORE wr a ae ems, the gosts 


Whe bth hen Phy © fo that ce ee fate ae —R 


Spray ip tiye-pnainocist on er siytcernns pthsiepambiwaecent 


A lt oh el fo hee the Sé ae eee ae Aa v tig wolf 


mci Ney We ine surrested to the court that there are 
probably other judements arcainst the said J..L. Pennington which have 
not been heretofore reported and which sre nrobably Liens upon the 
ssid land sold by the said Johnson Jassee to the said IL. Pennins- 


ton, and also that certain of the judgments heretofora reported have 


9 
sf 


been paid by the sale of the V.A.Parsons 412 acre tract of land, it 
is therefore ordered that tiis cause he referred to A. M. Goins, one 


9 

of -the commissioners or “Hts court, whose @niy it Shall “pe to ascer+ 
tain and report to the court all wnp2id judgments against J. L. Pen- 
nington whict. operate as liens unon the tract of land, or interest 
in lands, which was conveyed by the said Johnson Jassee to the said 
J. L. Pennington, and all other liens against the same, using as a 
basis for his renort the revnort hereatorore made and filed by him in 
this cause. Said -comniasioner shall hear and reduce to. writing end 
return with his report 211 proner evidence produced before him. And 
he may vrenvort upon any other matter deemed proner by himself and re- 
aquired bv any party in interest. Said cormissionor snall give due 
notice of the time, place and object of his sittings to all parties 


ir interest. 


Ani this cause is contimied,. 








Virsinia, 

At a Gircuit Court continued and held for hee County at the 
Court—house thereof on Wednesday the 24th dav of Mav, 1905, 
Stewart & West Admrs, este.et als. Complainants, 

S,. In chancery 


J. kb, Panninston 6t als, 


cause came on again this day to be heard upon the papers 
Formeriv. rend therein, the report ocr Conmissioner, A. M. Goink; 
died herein on the 5th day of May, 1905, and the exceptions 
of said pleintiff and others endorsed thereon, and was argued by 
counsel, On consideration of ell which and for reasons appearing 


to the Court, it- is adjudged, ordered and decreed that said excep 


tions of said plaintiffs and others. endorsed in writing vunon said 


Goins said report be and the seme is hereby overruled and th t said 
report he and the same im every particular is confirmed herepy, 

And it is further adjudged ordered and decreed that all former 
decrecs and orders entered in this cause which are in anv wise in 
conflict with this decree be and the same are hereby amended and 
changed so as to conform to this and said report Filed herein 
on the 5th dav of May, 1905, 

And it, 18 further adjudced, ordered and ‘ecreed unless all the 
debts reported in this cause by anv previous report and confirmed 
snd the report referred to above in this decree, and not herstofrore 
pain or provided vor be paid in twenty davs from thid date, then 
L. T, Nvatt, who is hersbv appointed a special Commissioner for the 
purnose will after advertising the time terms and place of sale 
at three or more public places in this ¥éetntt¥ county for thirty 
dave by posting written or printed notices at such places as tie may 

deem proper in the town of Pennington Gan, at the front door of 

the post office of said town offer for sale at nublie outcry ta the 
hizhest and best bidder, a one seventh undivided interest of +he 
real estate of CC. A. dessee, Dec'd, which is commosed of two tracts, 
Iving and being in T.ee County in the Pocket, Country, on the waters 
oF Beilev's TY’ace and being the undivided interest which in this 
cause on said plaintiff's amended bill is sold as the interest of 


one Jas, FE. Parsons. Said sale-shall be made subject to the dower 





rignts of Mary Cc, Jessee, widow of C, A. Jessee, and on 4 credit 
of one and two vears time, except a siua sufficient, to pay the s 
casts of said amended bill which seeks to have said interest in 
said land sold to nav the liens thereon herein reported py said 
Commissioner Goins, he will take notes or bonds payable to himself, 
bearing interest From date of sale, with food personal security, 
And he will report his action to Court, Fut before antsring 


upon his duties hereunder, said Hvatt will execute bond before the 


Clerk of this 6ourt with approved security and conditioned to feithe 


Fully, discharge his duties hereunder to account for all monevs com= 


ing into his hands and this cause is continued, 


A 
= Ty 


A Copy-Teste: LCE CG 


Glerk, 











Nok Yb cat 
Vex tee chariy 


Ae, SS ee i 
ad 


ae pe ae Sa ia ho a 


a a? pe AF Ob 
WA Ye nil Maeiscc tee 
MEG nanan 


Or. LO 


hat anty aad Pgh ae Ste 
| Corliarvescy Lig Bos 


MG ae he Ok ae [2y py He lige Cant YC 


Lf /- OB Ke Se. A Figg oe 
oe St CS a Oe i Se 
ANS a CDW I Cy Cline acl lot He ok 
es Page Aye >: a foot fl thas Raknd'r 
LG Qtcurlain Maa ie "e3 tae Aa 
He oto forlLirn etal Lemke ee SS 
aren Wao 

















- | | ca ess 
Lhed We ie Qo Vee oun ALL ac 
Le Lt =pat 1th, tate wars Aon 


( Cortutcs 
l : 
; AB f/ LE 


? 
J 
Hi 1 


parcel. <hieeleun fn £71 
| A rae, Ltt. RB Toner tHe Ll of A 
Dig ce Lonia > fuck LIAS) Benen 4 
| Grr. ANow 6 5 ee Sat Wa ‘aa 
ee SS ES Fs ae ag 
ae a Sf De thSoun wrot + Whats ok | 
(new o tn ee ee Conn | Le 
Lv gn te 72's, f° fated LoaPerre veo Fe 
| 0 Zork Shown o~ PLA AQ) Fee 
Be os LA - GG Beck Are kL tks 
ae Plier OD on Root FR, MH: be 


FZ oe GIG EA | 
ay W iis en. Pee 0 Fale 
cothnl Babul Bor 2 hevk 


NOL min or. PLL 2 Rt L2h. (QD Badr 
|) Bere we Biiectiniy. iaimage agg Re LaCie 
lo Te Rect Lh (PY on Ae S/ZE. Le | 


oo emia, MV / 2. ‘ 
/7 a. ee he. Yooh ) Plate Mock & 


Ep ses ne Thin oe With w Lone ey 2 ae 





Be a Meclge Seen 5 a oe 
ws ero cet 2 OOD ane 
ae LIOLGLIA LM cobs eae 

It D Vorlons of The ahove Btooriteck ata 


: «eS a Gai 
OTIS ge hea 


_  & 
Z iy pote HF Bi 6 en mt 
= martuch E:fKb4- 28 10 
Wiens Se Desercbeck av ea 
Stove of LOE 
ana A Le Brat Lo fhm W lbyanetel 
Be bean eaiunted aS agien VS, PEMA, AES 
i a a ee Mae Lek VO Atinz | 
Sorw Dron LH te KS. Dl Th fey eh 
OAD enw Abnt SI W Ube hb a 
Sanrio ge Bareto sa ere py ae Own. a 
| en ey Abert 2S Aor a Or Lard. 


i 
l 














- . 
= 
. 


. | 
ay ay Bol i ie 


Me? 
OE Sie KSEE, “that LG 


feock. of @ S12 & iccemaieie bo gs ‘ib 


a. ee 7 ponies pakke a3 


"ies iy Seite: 


ue at @ ee eee 


homarn ow Plat at fal Lele (S) Recor chem 
shh dit Bich Lorne Shik rm Plot | 
de coapie hey hy on Fe ee S410. | 
MM /L W. nae fo veh chabek 
a AON ge 
Ope sien wes aA a Rely 2 
bthn Does ee oa 
BR ee PLE ai Bh Lette Pow Pat Su 2 
SRE Low marlucl SyAtA-wo /H, 
| NO 3 : 
Shown om Plot Ih, phiak Loved ouiol 
By he Lette. ELT UVM | 


—— 
A 





ve |e 
‘ a) is 


a Det ne 


_/ 


| oa 
Sauk Wut b nfl SLEZ Nord 
were ae bro hk Conn % HM , 
} Bort Bauer WHE. Safa io 2m 
i Aare Beet Rig a atl, wee ae aes 


a nt fin 
eS soe Post ea iy 


Sy. J. Reslowicns- ar on~ Ot Reopen} oF 
Ms com eimaameneaia Sonvrock Y eal. web oud 
DO nee A adn WSIS SF ane 
PS Ts ae Oe Sp Ae Se & 5 forte a 
: Buck Jrepun IN) ore Car — Pie th. ees fot 
SOW 24 alr bo Wodere o~ Bork of Pha Sok ¢ ws 
SI W. SL flats he a. Te adhe PN pf Sok 
Pronch Bence SST W. Yoholy B 0 Tyo Nira. 
we feolye a4 N~ qreen~che es PK ass 7 
bane OFkn. Pot Fo Ket ~ NOI 7 l, aco € 
a pop ol Voorrttle [isagun GA Lis ee wo to 
Sag Ne Ge REO ox Sia |Z 
nee ae Bot or fable (Eft ro hfs) 
Pf Bah on bet Dif Jho~k | 
or PLA nnartic (eek) Sak, Poot 4 


3a 








| 
| 
al 
| om 
Ly YS a al ; | 
ae ae eR ees: Bhevated = 
Bray Ares fe Be [3 for he 
a a ae eee 
cA oy | 
ae pe Vas are 2 
a. Cre ay of oe ao | 
Ws ~ 7, Zprisdwoi : | oe | 
pig SD te Lp fr. 0 a 
| Th, Coe ae Ps yee 7 Dr fh Zane iF 
ae” Se eae A *i ae 
oe ? ee ap | a one i 
ayn cHhr Park of Lef- wv ee 
¥ as ay ot. A. Slfkto~ (Ey e 
Bit 2 es yn ot 
oh | See EP one Aare eg 
WAC Cy Nin teeek ss “a 
qee Fanta, MSL Lane 
a /2 WwW bo if ——— nas 
Bons. ee Prto & Slit ¥ Hee & 
| eee Prin Ch et i as | 


¢ 























17 Pe ag? ALG ey Ry ME 
eee 


| Y /O 
*: Eb fle 
| ble / a of ol Mt. Slopletlom, ae. PAL Orit | font tn 
he sen lar~ Cr eke tee AM ee Lb t- : 
OES Ae, CES Bee : 
eat pee Mia Share oom Pla fy ach 
Dich. Leta PET. ke X Xe 
Fike Wali. Part off Sor Zrt- 10 Clerepact 
Sa Ee Fe 
aaa! Lian FTW Refpes te ZA od Care 
— San &RLA- po 15> 


2 Ze Sot. Eat fortior of Sacet Ltwen 
4p Charrnul thy &S. Cont Rifrsuntat 4 Lilt 
af Eo -. arta Set C2 NO. 


| 
ae Savth Cant Folio Pear ah Wo 4 
49 Charniek (eu prog ce age | 
ew ckel om 2 WV By &S Carle 2. 
Shmnr om Rot GA fon uw ark § O> 
OT Ne, SE, Cee EP Per Ya ofa sae es Mee os we 
pnd Gum. Foner Seth Wat clan a 


Ee gy As tee sci ae 


| 
sl 
e: 





F | 

P Pie OE ig, ee em aL tha LYNE -n - 
wage thi Teclge S0 es (hate ee 

eo. fins, iisypi ta Gia a= 

Ware He Crm minis “Rifent- a 

BN aap A~ rand: alm qaceasony di ri 

ao sea of ee Sie prot 


























D Shon Et. au 
pe 


fbr Lo rseeceve glo 624k ; 


Derveyors ie 4 


iy Lp lef lln Aid 
§ ZZ oe (9 7A 190 8 - ; 
a 


A 








DEED ss --Daetead January £6, Lose 
James Js Gibson and George Hager 


i 9 


Jvohn Carter 


CORE LOREAL ION 3 1TQOOC 00, paid, receipt sernowledged. 


CONVEYS | “4A tract or parcel of land taxen off of 
the upper end of @ 1460 acre survey pate 
erted in the name of Jamee VeCavock ly- 
ing on Catrons Creek of Wartine Pork 6f 
Cutaberlend Hiver and bounted as follows, 
LO-Wit: | 

BEGIKRING at a beech standing on tke 
North bank of Slatera Fork of Catrons Creek 
thence f 65 poles to two white oaks stayid- 
ing on the side of a hill; thence N 20 © 370 poles,.to two 
black gums and a white osk standing on the main middle 
fork of tne Laurel Branch also on the tirst open line of 
tne KeGavock survey; thence leaving S&1¢d line and running 
down the Laurel Sranch th the different meanders thereof 
thence 5 59 W S2 poles i waler oak and poplar; thence 
2 /2 W 132 poles to a white oak: and oak etanding at the 
mouth of the Laurel Branch} thence ki &86 W crossing Catrons 
Creek and running arross the lower end of said Carters 
land with nie fence 44 poles to a stake on the side of a 
hill; thence © 36 W witn the fence 7 poles to a stone; 
thence S 60°W 126. pelea to a stake on the back line of the 
fcGavock survey; thence 3 30 #215 poles to a large poplar; 
thence & 50 #160 poles to @ hickory, beech and buckeye 
On tne weat bank of said Creek; thence S 5 running near 
said creek 50 poles to a sugar tree; thence 8S 36 & 5 poles 
to a maple standing on the bank of said creek; thence §& 
39 @ running in said creek 16 poles to a stake at the 
moutn of Slaters Fork thence running up Slaters Fork to a 
Beech the BEGINNING and a corner to the McGavock survey. 
Containing 500 acres be the same more or less togethe 
With the exeeptron of 4 emall bit supposed to be from 
one to two acres that was and is in controversy between 
Raid Gloson and James sall 














a 


Laer. Js 4. 


down along the top of said ridge, as it meanders, with the 
line between W. H. H. Smith and C. B. Pope, 6 42-45 W 5.88 
poles; S 66 W 25.04 poles to point on top of « rock fifteen- 

 by-eighteen-by-twnety-five feet; thence }§ 89-15 W 6.40 

poles to a small hickory; S 64 W 9.08 poles to a 36 inch 

- chestnut oak; S 43-30 W 31.20 poles to a chestnut oak; 

| § 19-10 W 22.24 poles; S 38-15 W 42-72 poles to a 4 inch 

| dogwood; S 30-45 W 23.20 poles; S 41 W 5.40 poles to ae 

| inch black jack; thence leaving the top of said ridge and 

| with the line fence|\ between said Smith and Pope, S 04-45 W 

| 1.80 poles; S 42-45 W11 poles; N 59 W 38.80 poles to a flat 

| rock at the North end of said line fence, on the Bast edge 
of the county road, marked "E.N"; thence crossing Catrons 
Creek, N 72-45 W 10.84. poles to a poplar on the West bank; 

thence up along the top of the spur which forms the South, 

or upper water-shed of the Nancy Stepp Hollow, 6 81-45 W 
23.96 poles; N 84 W 5.32\poles; N 64-30 W 8.92 poles; N 88 
W 6.52 poles to a black oak and sassafras; 5 75 W 15.04 
poles; § 64-30 W 6.48 poles; S 56-30 W 5.44 poles;5 63-45 W 
2 poles to a 12 inch black walnut; S 74-25 W 4.60 poles to 
two dogwoods; N 82-30 W 3.56 poles; S 65 W 6.45 poles to the 
top of a small cliff; S 44 W 9.64 poles to a 30 inch chest- 
nut oak: S 84-25 W 24.20 poles; N 68-30 W 7.44 poles to the 

top of the ridge between the Crane Branch and the Betty 

| Branch; thence up along the top of the main ridge, as it me- 

| anders, S 87-20 W 8.72 poles; S 66-45 W 10.96 poles; § 46045 
poles to a chestnut oak; S 79-15 W 2 poles; S 60-30 W 5.88 

| poles; N 85-45 W 12.12 poles; N 55-30 W 3.08 poles to a 

| point from which a chestnut oak bears N 49 E 223 links and 

| another chestnut oak bears S 73 E 22$ links the two chestnut 

| oaks being the third corner of the James Ball 100 acre 

| grant #8058; thence continuing with the top of the ridge, 

|N 86-45 W 18.92 poles; S 67-30 W 11.08 poles to a 4-inch 

-dironwood at a high cliff; S 64 W 8312 poles; S 74 W 7.56 p 

| poles; S 86-20 W 16.60 poles; S 70415 W 8.60 poles to two 

| sugar trees, fifth corner of said James Ball grant; thence 

| leaving the ridge and with the fifth line of said Ball grant 

N 34-45 w 49.68 poles to a stake on the thirteenth line of 

| the James Ball 850 acre grant #4657; thence with the lines | 

of same, S 33-10 W 4.48 poles to the thirteenth.corner there 

of, a corner stone marked "13" set by Processioners for the | 
thirteenth corner of said grant; thence S 18-15 W 39.28 

| poles to a black oak, twelfth corner of said. grant; thence 

|S 69-13 W 29.36 poles to the eleventh corner thereof, a crow 

| mark on a rock at a turned-up sugar tree; thence N 71 W 

| 20.60 poles to two lynns, the tenth corner thereof; thence 

|S 49-28,poles to a black oak, the ninth corner thereof; | 

| thence S 75-10 W 30 poles to the eighth corner thereof; ther 

|S 88-20 W 96 poles to the seventh corner thereof; thence 

| with the sixth line, reversed, N 5530 W 49 poles to a stake 

on top of the mountain between Little Creek and Wallins 

| Creek; thence continuing with said reversed sixth line, 








To the Honorable H. A. W. Skeen, Judge of the Yireuit tourt for 
Lee Count:, Virginia: 

Your undersigned Special “omissioner respectfully reports that 
pursuant to a decree of the said court entered on the 14th day of 
Decmber, 1904, in the chancery cause therein pending entitled West 
& Stewart, Admrs. &c. vs. J. Le. Pennington et al, he has executed to 
W. B. Ermert a deed conveying to him the tract of land knvon in this 
cause as the W.A.Parsons 412 acre tract, with special warranty, and 
he asks that the same be confirmed by the court, and that the said 
W. Be Emmert be reqigred to pay your commissioner the sum of ten dol- 
lars for his services with respect to the said deed, 


Respectfully submitted, 
4 Wm 


C/ 


a FZ / 


Special Commissioner. 


Dec. 14th, 1964. 
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To the Honorable H. A. W. Skeen, Jule Or tie Sirecuit Tours for 
Lee t*ounty, Virginia: 

The undersigned Comnissioner respectfully report that pursuant 
to the decree of the said court entered on the 29th day of Aumust, 
in vacation, in the chancery cause therein depending, entitisd 


190% 


9 


Fast t Stewart, Admrs.*%c. aetal va.J.. Lb. Penninston at al. 
digmirsed to the parties entitled thereto the cash payment of 

onid to him on the day of sale except some smell items of 

he has not yet had an opvortinity to @aisburse. 

Your Somhissionear further reports that at the date of his pur- 
charse of the said land the purchaser W.8.8mmnert had purchased and 
taken 9a written aasignment from the defendant Henry 2.Parson 
first two liens against the said land. The said two Tiens amounted 


on the date of said sale to the sum of $1325.85, Arter the payrient 


a] 


of “abi ‘casts and commiss'1Lom: sale, there was fet rP-the cash pay- 


ment aforesaid $1125.23 which wa: jidoto the said Binmert as assignee 


ied 


» 


of the said Parsons on the said two first tisns. This left a pal- 
ance due on sail two liens as of the dete of sai7 sale the sum of 
$200.68, and ti.is aum was treated as a credit on the leferrad mir- 
chase money notes or nondis 238 of the dav of 391e. 


r 2 bg we ~ nee er es 
As of the 29th day of August, 1908, the date of the confirmation 


of the said sale, the said ¥. 8. Emmert nurchaset and took an assign- 


ment from A. N. Pannington of all the jidements owned by him wnich 
waere nayable owt of the sate of the said 412 acre tracts of land, 
which juigments, according to a calculation meade by your cormissioner 
in conn-ection with Mr. Brmert and Judze Pennineton, amounted 23 of 
the said 29th day of Ausust, 1903, to the sum of $2189.78, and this 
sum has been treated by vour cormissioner as a payment woon the said 
deferred piurc. a3e money notes a3 of that date, 

On the 8th day of October, 1904, the said Emmert, of Juige Pen- 
ninzton for him paid me on the bolance of said notes the aum or 

59, and sone davs thereafter the further aum of £9.26, 1nder 


the belief that these two sims paid the balance in full of the pur- 


chase price of said land. and on the 13th da: of December, 1904, your 
- ; ; = dae : ee os 


commissioner, by a close and accurate calculation, ageerteined thet 


~ —— 





two sums overpaid seid notes 37 cts, Vour commissioner re- 
therefore that the said pirchaser has now fully naid the purchase 
of the said land anid is now entitled to a deed therefor. As 
thie ~enovs “eof eale Said tract of Jand by actual sinrmvey.onby 
E> Chem. “ani ives The tecrre or, # Emmert that the 
aad madn to 
tnhertiell notes 4 macnwveare attiacnen to thie 2enome and 
treated as a part thereof, and Your’commissiones thinks 
ought Lo be done. 

Aa above stated, your commissioner has received on 3aid notes, 
fOr Wiaersby ton, 4 3 { $854.85, and upwre this time has ony 
disbursed avout two mintred and forty dollarg therecf. y! asa not 
had the time to make accurate calculations of the 
mnoney ouch? to be disbursed Y and would like to have until the next 
DEM OT Tie. Gouri -Tomo. s MLE OF te ote Raretorore disbursed. er 
Die Omiya. Veal ones. tories own clients. in 2) LS / Cie Next 
Ditpen eo Ours your’ commissionar will be able to report Tully and 
accurately the disbursement of the said funda. 

Paspectfrully submitted, 


BE PY, 5 > 


} 
Svteial “ormissionor, 


va 


Pie, 
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Stewart, Admr. %C. -—- - - - --- - - - - Plaintiffs 
VS. J) J  barsons "ranecn, 


am 


To the Honorable HLA. W.Skeen, Judge of the Circu1t Court. o 


Le e U Ohad LY 3 V a Ete ES LiLo. 


Your undersigned spectal Commissioner begs leave to report 
what he has collected from the Black Mounbain Coal Land Company, 
Incorporated the first note due by them on the land purcnased trom 
your Commissioner in this cause, which note was due dahed rebruary 
erd, 1906, due one year after date, with interest from date, the 


principal of said note being $617.25, and the interes & tne time 


Lhe same was paid to your Commissioner amounted to 6 > end 


SOS OStEY ‘Ores L5¢ J/ , being the principal of said note with lis 


interest, your Commissioner holds in his hands to be ais biirsed. in 


accordance with the order of the Court. 


Respectfully Submitted. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR LIS PENDENS, 


STEWART: AND WEST, ADMR. of JOS. ELY, DEC'D, 
) 


Ve IN CHANCERY, 

J. lL. Pennington, William Pennington, Henry Z. 
Parsons, J. C. Jessee, administrator of the estate 
of M. C. Parsons, dec'd; Ellen Jessee, Eva Rus- 
sell; George W. Parsons; Rebecca Wampler; Wheel- 

Parsons and Bessie A, Parsons, the two last 

being infants under the age of 21 years, 

at law of M. C. Parsons, dec'd; George W. 
nussell, administrator.of the estate of Hy “JF. Ruse 
sell, dec'd; Catherine Russell; Bernice Russell; 
Bernard Russell and Pearl Russell, infant heirs 
at law of H. J. Russell, dec'd; A. M. Olinger; James 
W. Orr and C. K. Brown, partners in trade in the 
firm name of Brown and Orr; W. P. Wood; R. J. 
Wood; By, ts Wood ‘and’ Rink, Wood, partners in trade 
under the firm name of R, J. Wood and Sons; E, 
©. Harbor; John D. Morgan; Henry J. Morgan; W. 
Vere) ines ie HUB. AL Glubvate andi Te Ae Ge?! 
iiyatt, private bankers under the firm name of Pen- 
nington Gap Bank; Mary E., Lanningham; Lee Philzips, 
an infant under the age of 41 years; Jennie Phil- 
lips; E. W. Penningtom, Commissioner; G. W. Peters; 
Emily Stewart and Woodward. Stewart; W. P. Zion, 
Guardian, etc.; J. M. Greer; J. R. McDowell; J. G, 
Duncan and 0. Sehmalzaried, partners in trade under 
the firm name of Machinery Co.; J. M. Olinger; T. 
J. Hly, administrator of the estate of George T. 


Crider, deceased; RK. L, Penningan, for, ete.; 





James W. Orr and George W. Blankenship, law part- 
ners under the firm name of Orr & Blankenship; 
Whelands Foundry and Machine works, a corporation; 
A. M. Brown; American Stave and Cooperage Company, 
a Corporation; J. D. Pennington; John F. Skaggs; 

KR. L, Evans; George W., Hughes; C. D. Russell; L. M. 
Zion; A. N. Pennington; William Johnson; James Car- 


TA 


ter; Sarah Johnson; M. L. Slemp; James F, (E.) 


C. I. Flanary, administrator of the estate of 


t 


Jacob Witt, deceased: W. J. Mileham, administrator 
3 b, 3 


of the estate of John S. Burgan, Sr., deceased; 


Tait ewan: MH. o1G, Bly @nd George A. Crabtreé, =. oc UWefi@aute 


00000000008 

This is a suit (commonly known as Stewart and West, 
Admr., ve J. L. Pennington, et al.) now pending in Chancery in 
the Circuit Court of Lee County, Virginia, the general object of 
which is to enforce a lien of a judgment rendered by the Cir- 
cult Court of Lee Courty at November Term, 1895, of said Court, 
in favor of plaintiffs! decedent, Jos. Ely, against J. L. Penning- 
ton and William Pennington for the sum of wl154.00, with interest 
thereon from the Sth day of October, 1895, until payment and $8.56 
costs, against a tract of land supposed to contain 412 acres, which 
is fully described in a deed dated April 25th, 1895, from William 
A, Parsons to Klien Jessee and others, which deed is recorded in the 
Lee County Clerk's Office, D. B. 35, p. 181, to which reference is 
made for amore particular description of said land, 

Ine estates of J, L. Pennington and H. Z. Parsons are in- 
tended to be affected by said suit. 


This 29th day of April, se, \\ 
Ay 


torney 





e ‘of 7 Clerk of Lee County, State of Virginia, 


Lae PS 
the M hog day Ke bo igsasn / 70 om the woregoing writing 


Was admitted to reco na, 
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West &Stewart,Adm'r's,etc., 
vs 


J.L.Pennington,et als. 


It is agreed between the attorneys both for’ the plaintiffs 
and defendants,tha t each of the following named defendants 
will destity that that they had no personal knowledge of any oaf 
the alleged exchanges of land between 3 1 Peeing and W.M.Per 
nington on the one hand ,J.L.Pennnington and D.S.Reasor on 
another hand,and J.L.Pennington ,Geo.W.Hughs and W.M.Penningtm 
on the other.And that this agreement will be admitted &s 


< UL” a : ae ee 
evidence in this case to the extent that the testimony of sai 


defendants would be admitted on this point if written out int 


full,and proerly attested and certified in regular Geposition 


w 


form.Said defendants are as folows to-wit: 
J.N.Redwine,J.R.Redwine,John H.Reynolds,Howard Parnette, 


L.S.Carter,James R.Reynolds Joshva Moore,T.@.Johnson and 
ee eT eee ca. eg he FE Inerther hy T 
L.R.Stapleton. F “* - toy Let“; KLwt™ ly pyip Z ac 
EO GO then Fear! MTSE means | 
Given under our hands this I3th day of Sept.I905. 
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Ey erett Waddey Co., 
Stationers and Printers, Form No. 300. 
Richmond, Va. 





























Chie Commonwealth of Virginia: 


e 
if 


To the Sheriff of the County of Lee, Greeting: 


to pecans for the sand. Court, on tha. C727 = Monday in’ TEL 
: — a = 


in our said Court by 


2 Me Seswark, 


And have then there this writ, Witness, 7-—k-—¥ of our said Court, at 


the a tlie OL, ae day of.....4-470@ “4 pe an a in the 


12 yi . ae year of the Commonwealth. 












































